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Mary Lamplugh Wid. Adminiſtratrix 


Rabph Cheatham, Gent. Appellant. , of Dr. Tho. Lamplugh, and alſo Ad- 
F Ro e miniſtratrix de Bonis non of George * 
Pockley Gent. | TP 


The Reſpondent's CAS E. 


HE Appellant being an Attorney at Law, and Agent for the ſaid George Pockley, applied to Dr. Lamplugh to bor- 
row 2500l. to pay off a Debt of 2500l. due to Mrs. Leonox Smith, and charged on his real Eſtate by his Uncle 


| FT John Pockleys Will, who thereby gave his real Eſtate ſo charged to the ſaid George Pockley for Life, with Remain- 


der to the Iſſue Male of the ſaid George, with divers Remainders over to his other Brothers and their Iſſue Male; and the Appellant 
actually received of Dr. Lamplugh 16001. And to ſecure the Repayment thereof with intereſt, Appellant promiſed that the ſaid 
George Pockley ſhould Mortgage the ſaid Eſtate to Dr. Lamplugh, which by Rental by him produced to Mr. Squire the Dr's Counlel, 
appeared to be of the value T 448ʃl. per Ann. and that he the Lid Appellant would likewiſe procure an Aſſignment of the ſaid Mrs. 
Smiths Debt charged as aforeſaid on the ſaid Eſtate. | 


That the Appellant omitted to "oxy ſuch Aſſignment, and afterwards pretended that 3 44l. 155 4d. only of che ſaid Sum of 
1 6ool. lent by Dr. Lamplugb as aforeſaid, was paid towards diſcharge of the ſaid Debt due to Mrs. Smith, and that the Remainder 


of the ſaid 1600!. was applied to the Uſe of the ſaid George Pockley. 


That 13 Marti 1693. the ſaid George Pockley dyed Inteſtate, and Adminiſtration of his Perſonal Eſtate was granted to Dr. Lamplugh 

as principal Creditor ; but the Appellant endeavoured to ſet up a Will, pretended to be made by the ſaid George Pockley, and that 
the Appellant was thereby made his Executor; and Dr. Lamplugh afterwards exhibiting his Bill in the Court of Exchequer againſt the 
Appellant, to have an Account of the Rents and Profits of the real Eſtate of the ſaid George Pockley, received by the Appellant from the 
Year 1687, the Appellant in bar of Dr. Lamplugh's demand inſiſted upon an Account ſtated between him and the ſaid George Pockley, 
the 1 6th of February 1693. on the Ballance whereof there was pretended to be due to the Appellant the Sum of 2138“. 7s. 5d. 
which Account. was vacated and ſet aſide upon hearing of the ſaid Cauſe 21 Feb. 1698. and an Account was then directed of the 


ſaid George Pockley's Eſtate received by the Appellant, upon which Dr. Lamplugh brought in his Charge, and the Appellant his Diſ- 


charge, and laid them before the Deputy Remembrancer of the ſaid Court. 


In Trinity Vacation 1700. a Commiſſion was taken out for Examination of Witneſſes, and ſeveral Witneſſes were Examined on both 
Aides ; but Appellant pretending he had more Witneſſes to examine, in Hillary Vacation next following a ſecond Commiſſion iſſued 


and Witneſſes were examined on both ſides. And Appellant afterwards pretending he had more Witneſſes to examine, at the ſetting 


don of Cauſes after Trinity Term 1701. prayed a third Commiſſion, which was granted him, but he did not proceed to examine 


one Witneſs thereupon. 


be failed to do; and therefore 6 Junii 1702. the Deputy made 


25. Funii 1702, 


e 


23. Feb. 1702. 


28. Juni, 1703. 


23. Fan. 1704. 


After this, Dr. Lamplugh cook out Eleven Suuunons's fgr the 4 r to attend the Deputy 1 make out his Diſcharge, which 
is Report ex parte, and certified, that the Appellant had received 


out of Pockley's Eſtate 3 154. 155. = 


Appellant by his Counſel informed the Court that the occaſion of his not attending the Deputy, was that Mr. Humphreys his Soli- 


citor was dead, and had all his Papers in his Hands, Koa ny 2 the Court ordered the Deputy to review his Report ; which the 
Appellant was to procure a week before Michaelmas Term following, but Appellant neyer attended the Deputy thereupon or pro- 


with a long Account of his Payments and Disburſments, on account of the ſaid Pockley, which happened in fer Husbands Lite time, 
and to which ſhe is wholly a Stranger, and the Appellant having omitted to perfect his Diſcharge before the faid Deputy within the 
time limited by the Court of Exchequer, whilſt her Husband way living, who was able to Controvert the ſamey 


That on ſuch Pretence the Appellant after ſo long a diſtance of time and ſo many Delays, endeavours oF this Reſpondent 


* hopes the Appellant ſhall not now be permitted to ravel into the ſaid Account Land that [he hall 
ave the benefit of the ſaid Decree, and that the ſaid Appeal ſhall be diſmiſſed with (f : 


. 
IWilham Etiricke. 


